Mrs. Morton Sobell 


Dear Friend, 


Once in a while in human history, 
we have the chance to right a wrong, to 
end an injustice -- not only for the benefit 
of a new generation, but for those who 
have suffered in the past. 


Sixteen years ago, my husband 
Morton Sobell -- was a promising young 
electronics engineer. We lived with our 
two children in Flushing, New York. 
Suddenly, our life turned into a nightmare 
-- which has not yet ended. 


My husband went to prison where 
he remains today, sentenced to 3 0 years 
in jail. Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, with 
whom he was convicted, went to the elec¬ 
tric chair. All three were tried in the 
climate of McCarthyism. Fear and sus¬ 
picion led Americans to rush to judgment, 
no matter how flimsy or doubtful the 
evidence. 


But in the years that followed, 
the Rosenberg-Sobell case would not 
rest. Questions and doubts grew louder. 
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In recent months, evidence of fraud, lies 
and forgeries multiplied; the enclosed 
reprint of an article published in the NEW 
YORK TIMES describes how the govern¬ 
ment’s key piece of evidence against the 
defendants is now proven to be a hoax. 
Neither my husband nor the Rosenbergs 
ever transmitted anything, not even this 
worthless material. 


No one can bring the Rosenbergs 
back to life to face a fair trial. But the 
injustice done my husband can be ended. 

We are struggling to obtain a full 
and open hearing in court, where new 
witnesses can be called and new evidence 
presented. Such a hearing is not as 
simple to obtain as it may sound. The 
Federal Government is opposed; appar¬ 
ently it fears that vindication of my 
husband would also prove the intolerable 
truth of the Rosenbergs’ innocence. We 
therefore face a long legal battle with 
many appeals. 


All this costs money -- many 
thousands of dollars. I write now to ask 
your help. Whether or not you share my 


certainty of my husband’s innocence, I 
know you will agree that charges of forged 
evidence are too serious to go unheard, 
and that Morton Sobell deserves a full 
hearing. It is up to the courts to deter¬ 
mine the truth in the case; all that we want 
is an opportunity for the facts to be heard. 


Please send a contribution in the 
enclosed reply envelope today. You may 
make it out either to Helen Sobell, or to 
the Committee to Free Morton Sobell. It 
would be helpful, too, if you would write 
to the Attorney General, Washington, 

D.C. , asking that he agree to a hearing, 
and that he release my husband on bail 
until the hearing is held. Your contribu¬ 
tions will do much to help my husband; 
they will do even more to help our country. 

Very sincerely, 

J’MJZ 

(Mrs. Morton Sobell) 



150 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10011 













I would like to help obtain a full and open hearing 
for Morton Sobell. 


My contribution of $-is enclosed to aid 

this effort. 


Please mokes checks payable *o Helen Sobell or the Committee to Free Morton Sobell. 


Name_ 

Address 

City_ 


/ 

Zip Code_State 


Please send me_copies of the New York Times reprint to 

distribute to my friends. 
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THE NEWS OF THE WEEK IN REVIEW 


New Questions 
On Rosenberg Case 


By SIDNEY E. ZION 

“We know that these con¬ 
spirators stole the most import¬ 
ant scientific secrets ever known 
to mankind from this country 
and delivered them to the Soviet 
Union . . . Their guilt is estab¬ 
lished by the proof not beyond 
a reasonable doubt, but beyond 
any conceivable doubt.” 

That was what United States 
Attorney Irving H. Saypol said in 
his summation to the jury in the 
case of the United States versus 
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and 
Morton Sobell in March, 1951. 

Last week, some 13 years after 
the Rosenbergs were executed for 
giving the secret of the atom 
bomb to Russia, and in the 17th 
year of Morton Sobell’s imprison¬ 
ment for his part in the con¬ 
spiracy, two eminent scientists 
intimately connected with the 
making of the bomb swore in New 
York’s Federal Court that the key 
scientific evidence in the case was 
worthless. 

The evidence was a copy of a 
sketch of “the cross-section of the 
atom bomb itself,” as Mr. Saypol 
(now a State Supreme Court Jus¬ 
tice) put it to the jury, plus 12 
pages of explanatory notes. It 
was drawn by David Greenglass, 
a machinist at the Los Alamos 



EVIDENCE? New effort is 
under way to free convicted 
spy Morton Sobell (above). 
Two atomic scientists say 
that an atom bomb sketch 
(right), key evidence against 
him and against Julius and 
Ethel Rosenberg, who were 
executed, was worthless. 
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Rosenberg, who testified that he 
turned it over to Julius in Sept¬ 
ember, 1945. The 12 pages of ex- 
plantory scientific material were 
allegedly typed by Ethel and 
handed over by Julius to Anatoli 
A. Yakovlev, the then Soviet Vice 
Consul in New York. 

In sentencing the Rosenbergs to 
dealth, Federal District Judge Irv¬ 
in R. Kaufman, now on the ap¬ 
pellate bench, said: 

“. . . I believe your conduct 
in putting into the hands of the 
Russians the A-bomb years be¬ 
fore our best scientists predicted 
Russia would perfect the bomb 
has already caused, in my opin¬ 
ion, the Communist aggression 
in Korea, with the resultant 
casualties exceeding 50,000, and 
who knows but that millions 
more of innocent people may 
pay the price of your treason. 
Indeed, by your betrayal, you 
have undoubtedly altered the 
course of history to the disad¬ 
vantage of your country.” 

Thus Judge Kaufman spoke the 
prevalant theme in the United 
States in 1951: that there was a 
secret, a key formula to the atomic 
bomb. And that this secret was 
transmitted by native spies to the 
Soviet Union, which otherwise, 
being a peasant nation, could not 
have developed a bomb in a mere 
four years after its devastation 
by the Nazis. 

That the scientific community 
considered this thesis nonsensical 
was lost in the hysteria caused by 
the announcement in 1949 by 
President Truman that Russia had 
exploded an atomic device. 

Now, in affidavits attached to 
a motion to reopen the Sobell 
case, Dr. Philip Morrison, a pro¬ 
bable co-holder of the patent on 
\the Nagasaki bomb, and Dr. 
Henry Linschitz, who helped put 
it together at Los Alamos, have 
directly challenged this theory, 


Government’s case. 


No Foundation 

Referring to Judge Kaufman’s 
sentencing statement, Dr. Lin¬ 
schitz, now professor of physical 
chemistry at Brandeis, said: ‘‘[it] 
has no foundation in fact.” 

‘‘It is,” he added, “astonishing 
. . . that despite so many authori¬ 
tative statements to the contrary 
by scientists over the past two 
decades, the layman still clings 
to the misconception that there 
is a ‘secret’ or key ‘formula* 
for the construction of an atomic 
bomb. This notion was even more 
obsessively held at the time of the 
Rosenberg-Sobell trial, even by the 
defense and the record shows im¬ 
portant statements by the prose¬ 
cution and presiding judge which 
only served to reinforce this 
dangerously false impression.” 

Rather than a single secret, 
construction of the atomic bomb 
involved, according to Dr. Lin- 
Schitz,” a highly complex set of 
technical tricks, devices and pro¬ 
cesses, combined of course with 
an immense and versatile indus¬ 
trial capability.” 

As to the Greenglass sketch, Dr. 
Morrison called it a “caricature” 
of the bomb and Dr. Linschitz said 
it was “too incomplete, ambiguous 
and even incorrect to be of any 
service or value to the Russians 
in shortening the time required to 
develop their nuclear bombs.” 

Still, the viewpoint expressed 
the other day by one U. S. news¬ 
paper is probably a common one. 

“The fact,” the paper said, “that 
the document is a dud proves that 
the Rosenberg organization was 
incompetent. They did their best 
to hurt the United States and for 
that reason the Rosenbergs were 
executed and Morton Sobell went 
to jail.” 


comforting, it is unlikely to help 
the Government, which has an¬ 
other week to answer the charges. 
In the first place, if documentary 
evidence is of no value to a 
foreign power there is doubt that 
an espionage prosecution could 
stand. 

But more important in the con¬ 
text of the Rosenberg-Sobell case 
is the fact that the prosecution 
pitched the case as the crime of 
the century. It is thus rather late, 
legally speaking, to say that even 
if the Rosenbergs gave trash to 
Russia they intended to give the 
atomic bomb. 

The major reason for this is 
that one simply cannot divine 
how much influence the sketch 
had on the jury, particularly since 
the Government produced an ex¬ 
pert to authenticate it as a rendi¬ 
tion of the bomb dropped on 
Nagasaki. 

This expert, John A. Derry, an 
electrical enginner who worked for 
Brig. Gen. Groves at Los Alamos, 
was attacked by Drs. Morrison 
and Linschitz both for the testi¬ 
mony he gave and his credentials 
as an atomic expert. 

That the Government did not 
call a major atomic scientist, 
such as Dr. J. Robert Oppen- 
heimer, at the time of the trial has 
always puzzled pepple. Both Dr. 
Oppenheimer and Dr. Harold C. 
Urey were on the Government’s 
witness list which was read to the 
jury by Judge Kaufman. The de¬ 
fense now contends that the 
Government purposefully used 
their names to intimidate the law¬ 
yers and give the jury and the 
judge the impression that they 
had “verified and vouched for” 
the scientific evidence tendered 
by the prosecution. 

Dark Cloud 

And so, after all these years, a 


that has always been suspect in 
some quarters but never seriously 
challenged by most American. 

Was it a frame-up? Or a 
terrible mistake nurtured by the 
hysteria of the era? 

Sobell’s lawyers charge nothing 
less than a classic frame-up in a 
long complaint that included many 
more allegations than that the 
sketch was bogus. 

The complaint was based large¬ 
ly on a book, “Invitation to an 
Inquest,” by Walter and Miriam 
Schneir, published last year. The 
book concludes that the Rosen¬ 
bergs and Sobell were innocent. 

Probably the most spectacular 
charge made in the book, and 
picked up by the complaint, is 
that the Government used a 
forged registration card to place 
one of its principal witnesses, 
Harry Gold, in Albuquerque at a 
critical time. The implication 
was clear in the book that the 
Schneirs believe the F.B.I. com¬ 
mitted the forgery. 

Inconsistencies* 

As to Harry Gold, the Schneirs, 
with Gold’s permission, listened to 
a tape recording he made of con¬ 
versations with his lawyer before 
Greenglass and the Rosenbergs 
and Sobell were arrested. They 
say that the tapes show important 
inconsistencies with Gold’s testi¬ 
mony at the trial. One example: 
At the trial, Gold said he went to 
Greenglass’s home in Albuquerque, 
handed him a half of a Jello-box 
and said “I come from Julius.” 
Greenglass, having the other half 
of the box, then allegedly gave 
him secret information — not the 
“cross section” but other sketches. 

On the tapes, according to the 
Schneirs, Gold did not mention 
Greenglass' name, said he used 
the password “Bob, or Benny or 
John sent me,” 1 and said nothing 
about a Jello box. 
















